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-Honorable Carrie P. Meek
House of Representatives
404 Cahoon House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Meek:
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This is in response to your letter of May 25, 1993',-",in which you inquired on
behalf of your constituent, Mr. Scott Blynde , ing the Notice of
Proposed Rule Making (Notice) in PR Docket No 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992).
Mr. Blynder is specifically concerned about t 1al impact of our final
rules on radio remote controlled airplane hobbyists.

Model airplane users have shared spectrum on a secondary basis with industrial
users for over 25 years. The low power industrial user and the radio control
model airplane hobbyists effectively share spectrum through geographic
separation. We are enclosing the Report and Order in GEN Docket 82-181, 47 FR
51875 (1982), which provided the current 50 channels for radio controlled
model airplanes. These rules, adopt2 0 0 14l5002 0 0 10..03.328946 405.0301 Tm
ts,Thtormodelairplaed

mmunityes,radio

modelinterference
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CARRIE P. MEEK
17TH DISTRICT, FLORIDA

COMMITTEE ON
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May 25, 1993

Please Respond To:

404 CANNON HOUSE

OFFICE BUllOING

o W'SHINGTON, DC 20515
(202) 225-4506

(202) 226"'{)777 FAX

25 WEST FLAGLER STREET

SUITE 1015
MI....,. FL 33130
(305) 381-9541

(3051381-8376 FAX

Linda T. Solheim
Office of Congressional Affairs
Federal Communication Commission
1919 M St.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Ms. Solheim:

Attached is letter from a constituent of mine, Mr. Scott Blynder, whom your
agency helped me respond to earlier regarding his concerns about the proposed
rule PR 92-235's impact on his use of radio controlled model airplanes.

As you can see from his letter he has additional concerns. I respectfully
request any information you can provide me with to respond to his concerns.

Thanking you in advance for your assistance in this matter, I remain,

Sincerely yours,

~f,1Jl~
CARRIE P. MEEK
Member of Congress

CPM/kpk
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These planes weigh over fifty pounds, fly over 100 miles per hour
and are demonstrated allover the country in front of crowds of
thousands of spectators. Talk about endangering pUblic saf~ty!

Does this mean that the government will accept the liability for
allowing mobile operators (which we can't even locate our flying
fieles away from) to interfere with safe operations?

In one paragraph, someone is convinced there would not be interference
(a missinformed individual) and in another paragraph we are told
to accept interference. 100 watts of mobile will wipe out 3/4 watt
of stationary any day of the week.

One of the clubs here in Miami flys 200mph missle type planes in
the warehouse district down on USl by the new Home Depot. I have
witnessed these penetrate a car when control was lost!

I have highlited statements which are false. The AMA has documents to
prove this. Years ago we were on the 27 band shared wit~ mobile CB
radio. Interferencepcaused many, many mishaps. But we didn't have
large aircraft then and we flew far away from the city.

This is a dangerous situation, the AHA lobbied for years for us to
get the channels we have now and we had to buy new radio equipment
to use them. I have a $5000.00 investment!

There is a major national event at the Palm Beach Polo grounds in May.
I think somebody should attend to see the technology we have. Does
NASA share frequencies?

Talk about high" ris]{, somebody will get hurt or killed before the
government wakes up, and it will probably be a child attending
one of these shows or a weekend club fly!

This is foolish!

.........
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20554

April 14, 1993
IN REPLY REFER TO:

7330-7/1700A3

Honorable Carrie P. Meek
House of Representatives
404 Cannon Houae Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congresswoman Meek:

This is in reply to your letter of March 25, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of your constituent, M. Blynder, regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Makins (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the ea..ission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituent is specifically concerned about the i.pactof these changes on
radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning our
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expec.t there would be no adverse
impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land mobile
radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your constituent's
concerns into account when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As
indicated in the Notice, we reu.in convinced that without significant regulatory
ch~Je__in.: _radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz t the quali ty of
cOllllllunications in the private land mobile radio services will continue to
deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

(9
We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Your constituent's
letter will be included in the record of the proceeding. We expect final rules
to be issued in 1994.

it.t:~/;OyL
~Levin

Chief, Policy and Planning Branch
Land Mobile and Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau

Enclosures
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Subject: Radio Control in tb~ 72-76'MHz Qand

Quest'ion: .~ what.··i~ the. ·1.2~76'MHz· band used" fo~?

Answer: The f.requency.·range be~ween 7~-:.7fJMH?: Is primar).ly .a· guard
band between .. TVchannels' 4 'and" ·'S.Specifically,. tne channels
between 72 and 76 MHz are licensed for use by 1) private and common
carrier fixed station use at up to 3DQ watts output power (~rivate
and.common.carrier·fixed 'use occurs on·the 'same channels) and 2)
private ',land mobile,use at.up'tp 1.,watt o~tp'\1t po~eJ;·•. The: channels
betwe~n' 72 arid 76., MHz are also ava'iiable for unlicensed secondary
us~ by remote.control· operators of model aircraft,. :~oats and. cars
at .75 watts output power.·

Question: What 'is toe re~atiqnship between fi~ed and mobile land
mobile qperations and radio contro; o~erations?

Answer: Radio' control channels' are' located betwe.en fixed and
mobile' channels'. The radio control channels overlap with the fixed "
and mobile channels. Radio control operations are unlicensed and
are sec9.ndary to' fixed and, mobile operations.•··, This means that
radio control, operations must accept interference from fixed and" f.3'
mobile users, and may not cause interference to' such users. ~

Question: What changes are proposed in PR'Docket 92-235 that have
raised the concern of radio control operators?

Answer: We have proposed that over a 20 year period, 20 kHz mobile
channels in the 72-76 KHz band be replaced with 5 kHz mobile
channels. (See the attached, page. ) Apparently, radio control
operators believe that this would make many of their frequencies
unusable. - ,

Question: Private land mobile, common carrier, and radio control
users have peacefUlly shared spectrum in this band for many years.
Would these changes lead to problems between various classes of
users?

Answer: We can not categorically state that authorized mobile
operations under the current o~ proposed rules could never harm
radio control operations. However, in practice, all types of users
C:9.n __ .9,uq do operate without conflict, although there are rare
occurrences of interference between these users. We believe that
under our proposed rules they should remain rare.

First, permitted power levels for both services are comparable.
(For radio purposes, 3/4 of a watt is indistinguishable from 1
watt.) In approximate terms, this means that even if a factory and
a ,radio control hobbyist shared a channel, which they would not
under this proposal, the radio control user's model airplane would
continue to stay under control as long_~sthe plane is reasonably
clgser to the hobbyist's radio transmItter than the factory's radio
transmitter. The fact that two users would not be using the exact
same frequency significantly reduces risk of interference.

"



Would' the, technical- rules for the fixed users be'

• ,,4.

. ~. "-, '. " .

·Second, rad~6 'control transrni·tter standards. ar'e stricter than they
us~d to. ·b~. " The l?ropos,ed' na.r.r.o'Wha.nd,·.·:tec.hnic~.l ·r.~.ql;J,ir~ine.nts:.,~re .
much 'stricter tp.an current reqilirements •. :Tnus ~ a i-. S· kHz- frequency'
se·paratio.n between land, m.ohile and radio control users. should be
adequate given modern radio control equipment' and the proposeq l~nd .
'mbbile'equip'memt:' ':'.' .. , .. , ' '. ".

Thirdf. land mobile operations authorized on the 72-76 MHz band are
not car phones. Rather, these channels 'are- us,ed in limited
,·locations. such as' a factory or '.construction site,· ~ain.lY for
non-voice 'operations to monitor or control expensive: equipment such
as overhead cran~s. Model airpl~ne enthusiasts seek clear· areas
and fields. Thus, the two classes of users rarely notice each
other. The proposed technical standards would not change this
important fact. .

Question:
changed?

Answer: No., We are, not proposing technical ch~g~s because such
changes could. have. 'a significant adverse impact on other users,
inclUding mobile us~rs and radio control operators. '

Question: Would any changes be required of radio control users?

Answer: No. Current technical and operational requirements for
radio control operations are compatible with the proposed changes
for private land mobile radio use.

Finally I we recognize that our proposed rules are based on the
information available at the time we wrote them. We seek
constructive information in order to adopt final rules that meet
our objectives of expanding capacity for private land mobile radio
users with minimal or no harm to all existing users of the
spectrum.

;.
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